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i REMARKS 

l pg^opyc^ow 

Claim 67 has been amended. No new matter has been added. Thus, claims 1, 18, 
20, 23-27, 66-69 remain pending in the present application. The applicant thanks the Examiner 
for granting en interview in this matter and explaining his positions with respect to the rejections, 
in view of the interview discussion, the above amendments and the following remarks, it is 
respectfully submitted that all of the presently pending claims are allowable. 

DL THE 3? V-S.C. § 1,02 REJECTIONS SHQVLP PE WffTMPffAWN 

The Examiner has rejected claim 67 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated ■ 
by U.S. Patent 5,624,329 to Schneebeli ("SchneebclT). Office Action, T 1 , page 2. Schnecbeti 
teaches a matched pair of golf clubs designed for putting and chipping which have identical 
heads with identical shafts and grips except that one head has a striking nice for putting and one 
head has a striking face for chipping. Schneebeli, Abstract 

The Examiner stated that the alignment feature recited in claim 67 was taught by 

Fig. 4 of Schneebeli. Office Action, ^ 1 , page 2. As described in the interview with the 

Examiner, the present invention includes an alignment feature which prevents rotation of the 

head relative to the other portions of the golf club during assembly. The specification fully 

describes the functionality of the alignment feature: 

Alignment feature 118 insures mat every time the head 104 is 

connected to hosel-ehaft-grJp portion of putter 100, the orientation 

of the head 104 is consistent with the orientation of the various 

features of the grip HO, the shaft 102 andhosel 108 that assist the 

player in aligning the bead 104 with the balL The assembly of the 

putter J 00 is therefore simplified, since the components cannot be 

assembled incorrectly, and no additional steps far checking the 

alignment of the head and hosel-shaft-grip are required. 
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Specification, % [0054] (emphasis added). 
Claim 67 has been amended to recite this feature in more detail. La, "an alignment feature 
preventing the head from rotating relative to the hosct and the shaft, the alignment 
feature mcluding a shaped portion of the hosel msertable into a complementing shaped opening 
of the head." 

As described to the Examiner in the interview, the prior art dubs, including 
Schnecbeli, have a round hosel (or shaft) that is inserted into a round hole. Sckneebeli, Fig?. 4-7. 
Thus, the head may rotate relative to the remainder of the club until the head is mechanically 
fastened, eg., glue, epaxy, weld, compression fit, etc., to the hosel These prior art clubs also 
require some sort of assembly tool such as a jig or a laser alignment tool to ensure that the head 
is in the proper location relative to the hosel -shaft-grip before the mechanical fastening is 
applied. In contrast, the alignment feature of the present invention allows that as soon as the 
hosel is inserted into the head, the head cannot rotate relative to the remainder of the club 
because the alignment feature prevents such rotation. 

Accordingly, the Schnecbeli reference fails to teach or suggest **an alignment 
feature preventing the head from rotating relative to the hosel and the shaft, the alignment 
feature including a shaped portion of the hosel insert able into a complementing shaped opening 
of the head,** as recited in claim 67. Thus, the applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to 
withdraw the rejection of claim 67. 



HI. THE 35 U.S.C S 103fn) REJECTIONS SHOULD BE WTTHPRAWN 

The Examiner has rejected claims 67 end 68 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious 
over Schnecbeli m view of U.S. Patent No. 5,165,688 to Schmidt et aL C^hmidO. Office 
Action, ^ 2, page 3. As described above, Schnecbeli does not teach all the elements of claim 67 
(from which claims 68 and 69 depend. Again, as described to the Examiner in the interview, 
Schmidt does not cure the defects described above for Schnecbeli. In particular, Schmidt teaches 
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a circular cross section bore with a taper that appears to make the bosel oval after it is inserted 
However, as shown to the Examiner, the insertion piece (hosel and/ox shaft) is round, but is cut at 
an angle to give the appearance of it being ovaL A straight anas section of the hosel remains 
round. Thus, Schmidt suffers from the same defects as all the other prior art, the head can rotate 
relative to the remaining club until it is fastened by some other means. Accordingly, applicant 
respectfully submits that claims 68 and 69 are allowable over Schneebeb* and Schmidt, either 
alone or in combination. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 18, 23, 24 and 66 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as obvious over U.S. Patent No. 5,1 16,054 to Johnson CJohnson") in view of U.S. Patent No. 
1,677,099 to Harness (~HarnesO; Office Action. H 3, pages 4-5. Johnson discloses a putter 
which has a right hand ball striking surface and a left hand ball striking surface, each having a , 
sweet spot with a centroidL Johnson, coL 6, lines 7-1 7. The centxoids lie on a straight horizontal 
line that passes through the center of percussion of the head which is embedded within (he body 
of the head. Id. at coL 6, lines 18-20. The centerline of the shaft intersects the center of 
percussion which is in the middle of the head. Id. at col. 6, lines 32-35. 

Harness discloses a golf club, more particularly a handle that fits "snuggty" into a 
players hands and simultaneously provides a firm grip. {Harness, page I, lines 3-6). The club 
consists of a shaft and a head, which is "fastened preferably by shrinking on" and * "reinforced by 
winding around it a coil of cat-gut" (Id. t page t , lines 24-33). Harness was cited to teach the 
grip element of the rejected claims. Office Action, 1 3, pages 4. 

Independent claim 1 of the present invention recites a putter which includes "an 
alignment feature of the putter permitting assembly of me head onto the hosel only in an operable 
position wherein a centerline of the shaft and the striking face of the head have at least one point 
in common." As described to the Examiner in the interview, the centerline of (be shaft in 
Johnson docs not pass through the striking face of file putter, but rather passes through a point 
that lies within the body of the head and not on a striking race of the head, Johnson, coL 6, lines 
32-35; Figs. 7-1 1 . The Johnson figures show the center of percussion as being in the middle of 
the head. Thus, Johnson neither teaches nor suggests a putter where the centerline of the shaft 
passes through the striking face of the putter as recited in claim 1. 
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During the interview, the Examiner stated that he was concerned that the term 
striking face could be interpreted as the entire head (or some other location than the surface oi) 
the putter. Thus, the Examiner requested thai an amendment be made to recite **a surface of the 
striving face. 9 * After further review, the applicant believes mat this amendment is not necessary 
for the following reasons. The applicant has described the striking face fn great detail throughout 
the specification as the surface portion of the head which strikes the ball. Specification* Tfl 
[002S] -[0028]; [0042]; [0055] - [0058]; and Figs. 2-4 and 9. Thus, the specification makes clear 
that the striking face is on the surface of die head and describes this surface in great detail. 
While one could argue that a player could strike the ball with any surface of the head, this would 
not be proper use of the club nor would it be consistent with taking a proper stance and/or strike. 
One of ordinary skill in the art and, in fact, a casual player, will understand what is meant by the 
striking face of the putter. Moreover, applicant believes that adding the term "a surface" of the 
striking face will make the claim unclear. As shown by the description, the striking face is a 
surface of the head, thus, applicant believes it would be more unclear to claim a surface of a 
surface, Accordingly, applicant believes the claim is allowable as written and mere fore did not 
amend the claim as discussed in the interview. 

As Harness teaches a grip for a golf club, it docs not cure the deficiencies 
described above with reference to Johnson. Thus, it is respectfully submitted that Johnson and 
Harness, taken alone or in combination, neither teach or suggest a putter which includes "an 
alignment feature of the putter permitting assembly of the head onto the hosel only in an operable 
position wherein a centerUne of the shaft and the striking face of the head have at least one point 
in common" as recited in claim 1 . Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 1, as 
well as claims 1 8 and 66, which depends from claim I, arc allowable for at least the above stated 
reasons. 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 23 contains similar 
limitations as claim 1 . In particular claim 23 recites a putter system for assisting a golfer in 
completing a putt, the system including "an alignment feature adapted to precisely ahgo the head 
with the shaft, wherein the alignment feature permits assembly of the head onto the hosel only in 
an operable position wherein a cenierline of the shaft and the striking face of the head have at 

8 



PACE 11/13 • RCVD AT 1N12/2O05 12:36:13 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] • SVRHJSPTO-EFXRF-6/25 • ONIS:2738300 ■ C8tD:212 619 0276 • DURATION (mro-ss):03-18 



10/12/2005 WED 12:43 FAX 21 2 619 0276 F AY KAPLUN & MA RCIN. LLP 



Bl 01 2/013 



least one point in common," Thus for at least the reasons described above with respect to claim 
1 , claim 23 is also allowable. Furthermore, it is respectfully submitted that claim 24 is allowable 
because it depends from claim 23. 

The Examiner has also rejected claim 20 and 25-27 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
obvious over Johnson and Harness in view of U.S. Patent No. 3,075768 to Karns (hereinafter 
"Karris'*) in further view of U.S. Patent No. 3,679.207 to Florian (hereinafter , Tlorian M ) and in 
further view of U.S. Patent No. 5,4*9,097 to Simmons (hereinafter "Simmons*'). The Examiner 
cites these references in addition to Johnson and Harness because they disclose varying systems 
and devices of establishing a proper weight balance in the golf club or putter. (Office Action, ^ 4-, 
page 5-6). However, Karns, Florian, and Simmons fail to cure the deficiencies of Klein and 
Harness because they do not teach an alignment feature of the putter which permits assembly of 
the head onto the hosel only in an operable position wherein a centerltne of the shaft and the 
striking face of the head have at least one point in common. Thus, it is respectfully submitted 
thai neither Johnson, Harness, Karns, Florian, or Simmons, taken alone or in combination, 
anticipate or fender obvious a putter having an alignment feature which permits assembly of the 
head onto the hosel "only in an operable position wherein a oenterUne of the shaft and the 
striking face of the head have at least one point in common" as recited in claims 1 and 23. 
Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that claim 20 is allowable because it depends from claim I 
and claims 25-27 are also allowable because they depend from claim 23. 
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la light of the foregoing, Applicant respectfully submits that all of the now 
pending claims are in condition for allowance. All issues raised by the Examiner having been 
addressed, an early and favorable action on the merits is earnestly solicited. 



RcspectfUUy submitted, 



Dated: October 12, 2005 By:. 

Michael J. Marcin (Reg. No. 43,198) 

Fay Kapjun & Marcin, ULP 
150 Broadway, Suite 702 
New York, NY 10038 
Tel : (212) 619-6000 
Fax:(212)208-6819 



AM 
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